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Bullet in of Zoological Nomenclature 

OPINION 911 



SIX M1SJDENT1F1ED TYPE-SPECIES IN THE SUPERFAMILY 
MUR1CACEA (GASTROPODA) 

RULING. — (1) Under the plenary powers: 

(a) the generic name Kalydon Hutton, 1884, is hereby suppressed for the 

purposes of the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of 
Homonymy; 

(b) the following specific names are hereby suppressed for the purposes of 

the Law of Priority but not for those of the Law of Homonymy: 

(i) mancinella Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Murex 

mancinella ; 

(ii) foliatus Perry, 1810, as published in the binomen Triplex foliatus ; 

(iii) duodecimus Gray, 1 843, as published in the bin omen Fusus duo- 

decimos ; 

(iv) hippocastonum Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen 

Murex hippocastonum ; 

(c) all designations of type-species for the nominal genus Polyplex Perry, 

1810, made prior to the present Ruling, are hereby set aside, and the 
nominal species Polyplex bulbosa Perry, 1811, is hereby designated to 
be the type-species of that genus; 

(d) all designations of type-species for the nominal genus Tolema Iredale, 

1929, made prior to the present Ruling, are hereby set aside, and the 
nominal species Tolema australis Laseron, 1955, is hereby designated 
to be the type-species of that genus. 

(2) The designation by F. C. Baker, 1895, of Murex hippocastanum Linnaeus, 
1758, to be the type-species of Thalessa H. & A. Adams, 1853, is hereby con- 
firmed. 

(3) The following generic names are hereby placed on the Official List of 
Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a) Mancinella Link, 1807 (gender: feminine), type-species, by absolute 

tautonymy, through its cited synonym Murex mancinella Linnaeus, 
1758, Mancinella aculeata Link, 1807 (Name No. 1898); 

(b) Chicoreus Montfort, 1810 (gender: masculine), type-species, by original 

designation, Murex ramosus Linnaeus, 1758 (Name No. 1899); 

(c) Trunculariopsis Cossmann, 1921 (gender: feminine), type-species, by 

monotypy, Murex trunculus Linnaeus, 1758 (Name No. 1900); 

(d ) Xymene Iredale, 1915 (gender: masculine), type-species, by original 

designation, Trophon plebejus Hutton, 1873 (Name No. 1901); 

(e) Trophon Montfort, 1810 (gender: masculine), type-species, by original 

designation, Murex magellanicus Gmelin, 1791 (Name No. 1902); 

(f) Tolema Iredale, 1929 (gender: feminine), type-species, by designation 

under the plenary powers in (l)(d) above, Tolema australis Laseron, 
1955 (Name No. 1903). 
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(4) The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official List of 
Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers specified: 

(a) alouina [Roding], 1798, as published in the binomen Volema alouina 

(Name No. 2375); 

(b) ramasus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Murex ramosus 

(type-species of Chicoreus Montfort, 1810) (Name No. 2376); 

(c) trunculus Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Murex trun cuius 

(type-species of Trunculariopsis Cossmann, 1921) (Name No. 2377); 

(d) plebejus Hutton, 1873, as published in the binomen Trophon plebcjus 

(type-species of Xymene Iredale, 1915) (Name No. 2378); 

(e) geversianum Pallas, 1774, as published in the binomen Buccinum gever - 

sianum (Name No. 2379); 

(f) palmarosae Lamarck, 1822, as published in the binomen Murex palmar 

rosae (Name No. 2380); 

(g ) australis Laseron, 1955, as published in the binomen Tolema australis 

(type-species of Tolema Iredale, 1929) (Name No. 2381). 

(5) The generic name Kalydon Hutton, 1884 (as suppressed under the 
plenary powers in (l)(a) above) is hereby placed on the Official Index of Rejected 
and Invalid Generic Names in Zoology with the Name Number 1966. 

(6) The following specific names are hereby placed on the Official Index of 
Rejected and Invalid Specific Names in Zoology with the Name Numbers 
specified: 

(a ) mancinella Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Murex man - 

cinella (as suppressed under the plenary powers in (l)(b) above) 

(Name No. 925); 

(b ) foliatus Perry, 1810, as published in the binomen Triplex foliatus (as 

suppressed under the plenary powers in (l)(b) above) (Name No. 926); 

(c) duodecimus Gray, 1843, as published in the binomen Fusus duodecimus 

(as suppressed under the plenary powers in (l)(b) above) (Name No. 

927); 

(d) hippocastanum Linnaeus, 1758, as published in the binomen Murex 

hippocastanum (as suppressed under the plenary powers in (l)(b) 

above) (Name No. 928). 

HISTORY OF THE CASE (Z.N.(S.) 1623) 

The present case was submitted to the office of the Commission by Professor 
A. Myra Keen in December 1963. Prof. Keen’s application was sent to the 
printer on 2 September 1964 and was published on 31 December 1964 in Bull, 
zool. NomencL 21 : 422-428. Public Notice of the possible use of the plenary 
powers in the present case was given in the same part of the Bulletin as well as 
to the other prescribed serial publications (Constitution Art. 12b; Bull. zool. 
N omencl. 21 : 184). 

The application was supported by Dr. Allyn G. Smith. Dr. C. O. van 
Regteren Altena supported the proposals concerning Mancinella Link, Chicoreus 
Montfort, Polyplex Perry and Thalessa H. & A. Adams but wrote “With the 
other taxa dealt with by Miss Keen I am less familiar and, therefore, prefer to 
abstain from commenting upon them”. 
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Dr. D. F. McMichael {Bull. zool. Nomencl. 22 : 146-147) criticised certain 
of the proposals. Dr. Keen’s reply, a further correction, and an objection by 
Dr. W. J. Clench are reproduced below. These, together with the revised 
proposals, were circulated to Commissioners at the time of voting. 

“Z)r. W. J. Clench : I am in complete disagreement with Dr. Keen’s state- 
ment that the type figure in Montfort for Chicoreus is Murex ramosus Linnaeus 
(page 423). The figure given by Montfort is that of Murex brevifrons Lamarck, 
1822, a smaller and much narrower shell than M. ramosus Linnaeus. 

“This change of type-species in no way affects the genus as both ramosus 
Linn, and brevifrons Lam. are congeneric. It seems to me, however, to be poor 
taxonomy to have a type designation based upon a misidentification.” 

“Z>r. Myra Keen (5.iv.66, in reply to McMichael): Dr. McMichael’s point 
about the correct name of the type-species of Mancinella seems well taken — an 
oversight on my part. As to the other items on which he takes exception, 1 
offer no argument. My own first impulse was to petition in the direction he 
has indicated as most desirable, and if this proves to be the consensus among 
Australian and other workers, I would raise no objection to the altered request. 
My intention was to place the problems before the other systematists, and I had 
no strong feelings either way on any of the proposals that I made. The 
important thing is that a firm decision must be made one way or the other.” 
“Z)r. Myra Keen (a further letter 4.vi.65): Dr. R. Tucker Abbott, who has 
compiled an analytical catalogue of the names by later authors based upon 
figures of the non-binominal work ‘Conchylien Cabinet’ by Martini and 
Chemnitz, has pointed out to me two hitherto overlooked names that are based 
upon the same set of figures as Mancinella aculeata Link, which, under Part I of 
my petition (as corrected by Dr. Don McMichael) is the type-species of the 
genus Mancinella. These prior names are: Volema alouina Roding, 1798 
{Museum Boltenianum , p. 58) and Volema glacialis Roding, 1798 (same 
reference), cited by him as a variant, both referring to the plate 101, figs. 967- 
968. 

“It is doubtful whether either of these names has been adopted by authors. 
They could therefore be suppressed as nomina oblita. However, because of 
the possible confusion of Mancinella aculeata with the later Purpura aculeata 
Deshayes, 1844, cited in Part IV of my petition, it might be preferable to accept 
priority and to declare the earliest valid specific name of the taxon to be Man- 
cinella alouina (Roding, 1798), proposed in the combination Volema alouina. 

“ Revised proposals. Taking into account the comments by McMichael, and 
the correction made by Keen, the Commission is asked to make the following 
changes in the proposals published in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 21 : 427-428 : 

(1) (a) (b) (d): no change. 

(1) (c): delete; 

(1) (e): replace by: ‘to set aside all designations of type-species for the genus 
Tolema lredale, 1929, and having done so to designate Tolema 
australis Laseron, 1955, to be the type-species of that genus;’ 

(2A): new proposal: ‘to confirm the designation by F. C. Baker, 1895 of 
Murex hippocastanum Linnaeus, 1758, to be the type-species of 
Thalessa H. & A. Adams, 1853;’ 
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(2) (a): replace by: ‘ Mancinella Link, 1807 (gender: feminine), type-species, 
by absolute tautonymy, Mancinella aculeata Link, 1807;’ 

(2) (b) (c) (e) (g): no change; 

(2) (d): delete; 

(2) (f): replace by: ‘ Tolema Iredale, 1929 (gender: feminine), type-species, 

by designation under the plenary powers in (l)(e) above, Tolema 
australis Laseron, 1955;’ 

(3) (a): replace by: ‘ alouina [Roding], 1798, as published in the binomen 

Volema alouina ;’ 

(3) (b) (c) (e) (g) (h): no change; 

(3) (d): delete; 

(3) (f): replace by: ‘ australis Laseron, 1955, as published in the binomen 

Tolema australis (type-species of Tolema Iredale, 1929);’ 

(4) and (5): no change.” 



DECISION OF THE COMMISSION 

On 19 September 1966 the Members of the Commission were invited to vote 
under the Three-Month Rule on Voting Paper (66)52 either for or against the 
proposals set out in Bull. zool. Nomencl. 21 : 427-428, as revised in a note 
accompanying the Voting Paper (see above). At the close of the prescribed 
voting period on 19 December 1966 the state of the voting was as follows: 

Affirmative votes — twenty-three (23), received in the following order: 
Boschma, Holthuis*, Simpson, Mayr, Vokes, Obruchev, China, Bonnet, 
Lemche, Uchida, Jaczewski, Binder, Munroe, Sabrosky, Tortonese, Alvarado, 
Ride, Stoll, Kraus, Mertens, Forest, Evans, Brinck. 

Negative votes — none (0). 

Voting Papers not returned — one (1): Hubbs. 

Prof, do Amaral returned a late affirmative vote. The following reservation 
was made by Commissioner Holthuis in returning his votes: “(a) In my opinion 
it would be far more sensible to suppress Polyplex entirely instead of trying to 
rule it out by assigning to it as type-species a species which some authors 
evidently consider of doubtful status, (b) If Xymene Iredale, 1915, is a replace- 
ment name for Kalydon Hutton 1884, it takes the same type-species. In order 
to make Trophon plebejus Hutton the type-species of the genus Xymene , action 
under the plenary powers of the Commission is necessary. As no such action 
has been requested by Dr. Keen, I feel that the Commission cannot legally 
grant 2(e) and 3(e) of her proposal.” 

On investigation of Dr. Holthuis’ objection concerning Xymene , it was 
discovered that that generic name was not proposed by Iredale expressly as a 
replacement name for Kalydon. Dr. Keen’s proposal to place Xymene on the 
Official List with Trophon plebejus as type may therefore stand without further 
action by the Commission. 

After the close of the prescribed voting period on Voting Paper (66)52, the 
following communication was received from Mr. W. O. Cernohorsky: 



*An affirmative vote in part only — see note below. 
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“I have recently studied the Linnean collection of molluscs in London. In 
the family Muricidae, 1 intend to select a Iectotype for one of Linnaeus’ species, 
i.e. Mutex mancinella', the present type series consists of 3 specimens representing 
2 different species in 2 different genera. My action, however, may clash with 
Dr. Myra Keen’s petition for designation of Purpura gemmulata Lamarck, 1816, 
as the type of Mancinella Link, 1807. 

“Since Linnaean specimens are extant for Murex mancinella , we cannot 
ignore this taxon and only have to select a Iectotype as unit of reference; it is 
further obvious that only one species agrees with his 1758 description and that 
is the Murex mancinella of authors, which is a prior name of Purpura gemmulata 
Lamarck. This Murex mancinella would become in fact the type of Mancinella 
Link by tautonymy. 

“It would have the same effect actually as Dr. Keen’s petition, except that 
we would not ignore one of Linnaeus’ species names, and would continue the 
usage of mancinella of authors.” 

As a result of Dr. Cernohorsky’s letter Commissioners were asked to vote 
under the One-Month Rule on Voting Paper (O.M.) (69)5 either for or against 
“the cancellation of the portion of V.P. (66)52 concerned with suppression of 
Murex mancinella Linnaeus, and the substitution of that name on the Official 
List for Volema alouina Roding.” 

Voting Paper (O.M.) (69)5 was itself cancelled as a result of the following 
protest by a Commissioner, Prof. H. E. Vokes, who, in a letter circulated to 
Commissioners wrote: 

“I am writing to protest in the strongest terms possible the issuance of the 
One-Month Voting Paper on the question of the type of Murex mancinella 
Linnaeus. The fact that there are three specimens in the Linnaean collection 
in London, as ‘discovered’ by Cernohorsky, has long been known (see E. A. 
Smith, 1913. Note on Murex mancinella , Linn., Proc. Malac . Soc. London , 10, 
287; Dodge, 1957, Historical Review of the Mollusks of Linnaeus. Part 5, the 
Genus Murex of the class Gastropoda: Bull. Amer. Mus. Nat. Hist., 113 (2), 
134-6), although Hanley, 1855, (Ipsa Linnaei Conchylia , p. 295), mentions but 
two. In any event, all authors agree that two of these specimens bear the 
Linnaean species number 544 of the M. mancinella of the Twelfth edition (one 
indeed bearing the notation: ‘544 (mancinella)’ in Linnaeus’ hand, and Smith 
and Dodge both state that the third specimen is unmarked. (See also com- 
munication to Dodge from Secretary of the Linnaean Society, cited by Dodge, 
1957, p. 136, fft. 2.) All three authors and the Secretary of the Society agree 
that the two numbered specimens represent the Drupa cornus of Roding, 1798 
(Mus. Boltenianum , p. 56) and the latter two state that the unmarked third 
specimen agrees with the form commonly known as M. mancinella of authors. 
Furthermore, both Smith and Dodge point out that the M. mancinella of 
authors does not agree with the original Linnaean description in that it has a 
smooth columella while the description states: ‘columella transversim striata’. 

“There is considerable reason to doubt that this third specimen was ever 
seen by Linnaeus. As noted by Hanley (supra cit., p. 2) ‘The collection did not 
reach the Society direct, but was held for a while by the noted botanist Sir James 
Smith, during whose custody numerous other specimens were mingled with the 
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ancient ones. This ill-advised admixture . . . has too frequently proved fatal to 
any accurate decision.’ Also Dodge (1952, Bull. A.M.N.H. , 100 (1), p. 8) ‘It is 
certain that the collection was mishandled during the Smith period. Speci- 
mens were added by him, some without identification, although some bear a 
name and number inscribed in a handwriting vastly different from the almost 
illegible hand of Linnaeus.’ And again (Dodge, 1959, Jour. Linn. Soc. London , 
Zoology, 44 , no. 296, 175): ‘Smith was primarily a botanist and, as might be 
expected, was less interested in the zoological portion of the Linnaean Collec- 
tions. It is admitted that during the many years [1784-1828] he held the collec- 
tions the cabinet of molluscs, at least, was mishandled through the inadvertent 
replacement of specimens in the wrong receptacles as well as by the integration 
of Smith’s own specimens. Many of the equivocal situations now encountered 
in connection with the undocumented specimens are the result of these un- 
fortunate accessions . . .’. 

“We are therefore faced with a situation in which the only two specimens in 
the Linnaean Collection that were certainly seen by Linnaeus, represent Drupa 
cornus Roeding a species which, as pointed out by Keen in her original applica- 
tion concerned with the genus Mancinella Link, 1807 (Bull. Zool. Nomen., 
21 (6), 422) is generically distinct from the forms referred to Mancinella , and 
probably represents a different subfamily. Only the third, unnumbered, 
specimen represents the species now known as mancinella ‘Linne’ of authors. 
It is this specimen that Cernohorsky now proposes to designate as the ‘Lecto- 
type’ of Mure. v mancinella. I submit that this would be an apparent violation 
of Article 74(a) of the Code which requires that the designated Lectotype must 
be one of the syntypes, and 74(a)(i) which states that ‘. . . if it is proved that the 
designated specimen is not a syntype, the designation is invalid.’ The reasons 
for rejecting this specimen as a syntype have been mentioned above; they may 
be summarized here as: (1) the specimen does not fit the Linnaean description, 
(2) was almost certainly not a part of the type lot, since it is not documented by 
Linnaeus as were the other two specimens both of which bear the species 
number in Linnaeus’ handwriting — and both of which do fit the original 
illustration. Whether this third specimen was subsequently added by Linnaeus, 
or by his son, who had the collection from Linnaeus’ death in 1778 until his 
death in 1783, or, and more probably, by Sir James Smith can not now be 
determined. An additional item to be noted, although not strictly germane to 
the present problem, is the fact that this third specimen lacks information as 
to locality. 

“To sum up, I am of the opinion that the specimen cited in the note accom- 
panying the voting paper [V.P.(O.M.) (69)5] is not eligible for selection as 
Lectotype of M. mancinella. It is not furthermore, available for selection as a 
Neotype, since it violates the provisions of Article 75(c)(3), the original type 
material being neither lost nor destroyed, and (4) since the specimen is not 
‘consistent with what is known of the original type material, from its descrip- 
tion . . .’. 

“This conclusion is not original with me. Dodge (1957, p. 136) having 
reached much the same decision: ‘The systematists who follow the current 
practice of retaining well-known names whenever possible must, in the present 
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case, base their opinion on the presence in the collection of a single undocumen- 
ted specimen of the maneinella of Lamarck and authors [not of Linnaeus] and 
thus retain the name maneinella , selecting that specimen out of the syntypic lot 
as the Iectotype of M. maneinella Linne. This is not only a violation of the 
Law of Priority, but is the choice of a type unsupported by any evidence what- 
ever, except its possible adventitious presence in the tray, and is a disregard of 
specimens that Linnaeus himself documented as type.’ ” 

Original References 

The following are the original references for names placed on Official Lists 
and Indexes by the Ruling given in the present Opinion: 
alouina , Volema , [Roding], 1798, Mas. bolten.: 58 

australis , Tolema , Laseron, 1955, Proe. R. zool. Soc. N.S.W. 1953-54: 70-71, 
figs. 1, 2 

bulbosa , Polyplex , Perry, 1811, Conchology: pi. 9 

Chicoreus Montfort, 1810, Conch, syst. Class, meth. Coquilles 2 : 611 

duodecimus , Fusus, J. E. Gray, 1843, in Dieffenbach, Trav. N.Z. 2 : 230 

foliatus , Triplex , Perry, 1810, Arcana : sign. M 

geversianum , Bueeinum , Pallas, 1774, Spied. Zool. (10) : 33 

hippocastanum , Mure x, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst . Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 751 

Kalydon Hutton, 1884, Trans. N.Z. Inst. 16 : 220 

Maneinella Link, 1807, Besehr. nat.-Samml. Univ. Rostock (3) : 115 

maneinella , Mure x, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 751 

palmarosae , Murex , Lamarck, 1822, Hist. not. Anim. sans Vertebr. 7 : 161 

plebejus , Trophon , Hutton, 1873, Cat. marine Moll. N.Z . : 9 

Polyplex Perry, 1810, Arcana: sign. M 

ramosus , Murex, Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 747 

Thalessa H. & A. Adams, 1853, Gen. ree. Moll. 1 : 127 

Tolema I redale, 1929, Rec. Australian Mus. 17 (4) : 186 

Trophon Montfort, 1810, Conch, syst. Class, meth. Coquilles , 2 : 482 

Trimeulariopsis Cossman, 1921, Revue crit. Paleozool. 25 : 79 

truneulus , Murex , Linnaeus, 1758, Syst. Nat. (ed. 10) 1 : 747 

Xymene 1 redale, 1915, Trans. N.Z. Inst. 47 : 471. 
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